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Attachment to Independent Case Review Report :
- For CDRU# 163 Case file # 95-268468.

- R -

Material Bxaminer:  Maloné (RO) .
Remark‘s:‘

After research it has been determmed that the ofiginal or copy of incoming letter
) Laborato' number 5081 9001 dated Au ust 51085 (with ori inal Laborato number

_ﬂle Independent Scientist,

——— e

Case resulted in tnal No transcript is available because 1t was destroyed or the testimony
'was Never transcnbed :




Independent Review conducted by:  Steve Robertson

INDEPENDENT CASE REVIEW REPORT

'Aréa(s) of Expertise: _ Hair and Fiber

Examinér Bench Notés oft RQ

Laboratory Number: 50814050
' _ 50819001
~ 50819002
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Initials:

Review commenced at: 745 AM - (Time),- 03/13/2001 ('Dat;:)
Filed:  95-268468
Lahoratory #(s):. . 50814050
50819001 c
50819002 . -
. Examiner(s) &.Symbqls
Reviewed Not Reviewed. ..-Reviewed‘ Not Reviewed
RQ Xo ’ o o - - n.‘
‘ ) o o o
o 0" o - . b
Materials Reviewed '
Trial testimony franscript(s) of - ' 7
Testimony Date(s): . Pages:
- I:agoratérir Report(s):
" Laboratory Number: - 50814050 "Date: Qct 8, 1985
Laboratory Number: 50819001 * Date:  Oct8, 1985
Laboratory Number: © 50819002. Date: ~ Oct8, 1985




. 'Was any other material reviewed? X0 Yes . O No

If yes, please identify and/or describe the material: - Submitting agency letter (dated 8-5-83)

Resulis of Rev‘iew '

i-F'ile #  95-268468 . Ttemor Specimen# Reviewed: -Q1-Q10, K3, K4 for 50814050,

Q1-03 fur 50819001, Q1-Q4 for 50819002

Review of Laboratory Report(s) and Bench Notes:

I _ Note: Numbered comments are reqmred below or on ‘
additional pages for any “No” or “Unable to Determine” Responses

1) Did the examiner perform the appropriate tests in 2 scientifically acceptable ma:mer, based on the
methods, protocols, and analytic techmqucs available at the time of the original examifation(s)?
OYes .ONo XoUnableto Determine  ~

2) Are the examination resuits set forth in the Iaboratory report(s) supported and adequately documented in
the bench notes? . OYes X ONo 0OUnabletoDetermine .
' Review of Testimony:
A St —~Nnte-~Numberéd comments are reqmred beloiv or on

i addmonal pages for any “N i or “Unable to Determine” Responses |-

_Xa 'Transcri'pt not hvailable.

- 3) Tesnmony consmtent wﬂh the laboratory report(s)? ‘0-Yes ©No 0O Unable to Determine
4) “Testimony consistent thh the bench notes? O Yes ONo- 0O Unable to Determine
- 5) Testimony within bounds of examinex’s expertise? 1Yes 0O No 'OUnablsto I_)eterﬁ:ine
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L,om.ments
(Set forth by above qaestlon #, if applicable.
Use “Additional Comments” Sheet, if needed)

File #: " 95-268468

#1: With microscopic hair comparison, even with the best notes, there is no way to determine the comparison -

was performed correctly. ' ;

#2: The examination results set forth in two of the ldboratory reports are su;':j:értéd by the bench notes, but the

documentation is margmaiiy adequatc Tlie notes are not dated or initialed and are in pencﬂ The techmclan s

notes do not indicate that any hair was rccovered from any Q 1tem

The iaboratory‘ report for 508 14050 states “one dark brown head hair fragment of Negroid origin was found on

. specimen Q1"which matched the suspect’s liead hair sample. The bench notes, do not indicae that the. hair from

Q1 was a fragment.
-Review compléted at: . 8:_30 AM (Time), 03/13/2001 - . {Date)
Total time spent conducting review (to' nearest’1/4 hour); 0:45 hours

"Thereby cemfy that I conducted thiis review in an mdepcndent unbiased manner and that the results of my review
-—are-fully-docurnented.on this report consisting of a total of 3. pages:

03/13/2001

(Dite) *
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